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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 



1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 



obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



2. Claims 1-16,19-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Barker 
(5818800) in view of Huntsman (5801689) in further view of Eastwood et al (5819225) . 



As per claim 1 , Barker (5818800) teaches a method for use in a computing device 
having a microphone and a button (as computer and microphone - col. 3 lines 24- 
27) comprising: 

"activating said microphone. ...said button" as activating microphone and 
button (col. 3 lines 29-35); 

"placing said device", "into dictation mode" as performing in dictation 
mode (col. 4 lines 28-38 and col. 6 lines 40-43); 

"placing said device command mode" as actuating a button for 

commands (col. 4 lines 1-10; examiner notes that the referred to section on 
dictation includes spoken words; col. 3 line 60 - col. 4 line 10). 
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Barker (58188001 does not explicitly teach switching between modes of operation 
on a single button (and hence the changeover of operating modes - Barker (5818800) teaches 
switching between dictation and command mode via user action on different buttons, however, 
Huntsman (5801689) teaches switching between modes dependent upon single click or double 
click of the same button ( Huntsman (5801689) , col. 7 lines 56-65). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art of mouse control to modify the interface as 
disclosed as Barker (5818800) with a single mouse button defined to perform the different 
functions because it would advantageously allow for the mouse to function in a html based gui 
while using simplified mouse controls (Huntsman (5801689) , col. 7 lines 41-55). 

The combination of Barker (5818800) in view of Huntsman (5801689) does not explicitly 
teach notifying the user what mode the recognition system is in, however, Eastwood et al 
(5819225) teaches displaying the status of the recognition system (recognition, command mode, 
etc.) - abstract, col. 1 lines 25-50). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art of speech recognition systems to modify Barker (5818800) in view of Huntsman 
(5801689) with system status indicators because it would advantageously provide feedback to 
the user during recognition ( Eastwood et al (5819225) , col 1 lines 15-24). 

Claims 19,20 is an apparatus claim that incorporates the method of claim 1; therefore, 
claim 19,20 is similar in scope and content of claim 1, and therefore is rejected under similar 
rationale as presented against claim 1 above. 
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As per claim 21 5 the combination of Barker (5818800) in view of Huntsman (5801689) in 
further view of Eastwood et al (5819225) discloses the use of a microphone integrated with a 
button to perform dictation and command recognition ( Barker (5818800) ,col. 1 lines 59- col. 2 
line 5; col. 2 lines 40-50 - speaking into the microphone while holding down a button, scrolling 
using the button by holding an releasing; asserting button for dictation - col. 3 lines 1-10 and col. 
3 lines 25-30). 



3. Claims 2-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Barker 
(5818800) in view of Huntsman (5801689) in view of Eastwood et al (5819225) in further view 
of Walls (5969708) . 

As per claims 2-5,7-16, Barker (5818800) in view of Huntsman (5801689) in 
further view of Eastwood et al (5819225) discloses the use of a microphone integrated 
with a button to perform dictation and command recognition (col. 1 lines 59- col. 2 line 5; 
col. 2 lines 40-50 - speaking into the microphone while holding down a button, scrolling 
using the button by holding an releasing; asserting button for dictation - col. 3 lines 1-10 
and col. 3 lines 25-30). Barker (5818800) in view of Huntsman (5801689) in further 
view of Eastwood et al (5819225) does not explicitly teach using a 'press and release' in 
conjunction with a 'press and hold' movement to represent the two functions respectfully. 
Walls (5969708) , however, teaches integrating mouse buttons into one button, with a 
'press and quick tap' to represent one function of the cursor, with a 'press and hold' to 
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represent a second function with the cursor (col. 4 lines 22-53). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art of user input devices to modify the button 
structure of Barker (5818800) in view of Huntsman (5801689) with a capability of 'press 
and hold' and 'press and release' within the same button because it would 
advantageously allow the user to semi-permanently choose a selection and at the same 
time, move the cursor to another portion of the workspace ( Walls (5969708) , col. 4 lines 
40-44). 

As per claim 6, the combination of Barker (5818800) in view of Huntsman 
(5801689) in further view of Eastwood et al (5819225) in view of Walls (5969708) 
teaches gui buttons. (Fig. 2). 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. Examiner notes the introduction of the Eastwood 
reference to address the new claim limitations. 

Conclusion 



5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Please see related art listed on the PTO-892 form. 
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6. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 



examiner should be directed to Michael Opsasnick, telephone number (571)272-7623, 
who is available Tuesday-Thursday, 9am-4pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mr. Richemond Dorvil, can be reached at (571)272-7602. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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